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e.g., by letting them on hire, any act of the bailee entirely
inconsistent with the terms of the bailment, such as
selling (d) or pledging them (e), although it did not amount
to a destruction of the chattel bailed, was regarded as a
repudiation of the bailment by the bailee and put an end
to the bailment, caused the right of possession of them to
revert to the bailor, and entitled him to maintain an
action of trover (/). Presumably the repudiation must be
accepted by the true owner, although this aspect of the
matter is not dealt with in the various cases, possibly
because it was obvious from their conduct that the
respective owners had accepted the repudiation (g).
This state of the law was found to result in many hard
cases as mercantile usages become more complex, and was
taken advantage of by fraudulent persons, and in conse-
quence a remedy was sought in various enactments
usually called the Factors Acts, which verj considerably
altered the Common Law position in favour of bona fide
purchasers.
The only statutes which need detailed consideration
to-day in this connection are the Factors Act, 1889, and
the Sale of Goods Act, 1893.
By section i, subsections (i) and (2) of the Factors Act,
1889 (li), it is provided as follows :—
i.   For the purposes of this Act—
(i) The expression " mercantile agent " shall mean a
mercantile agent having in the customary course
of his business as such agent, authority either to
sell goods, or to consign goods for the purpose of
(d]	Cooper v. Willomatt (1845), 1 C.B. 672 ;  3 Digest 106, 316.
(e)	Singer Manufacturing Co. v. Clwh (1879), 5 Ex. D. 37 ; 3 Digest
97, 265.
(/) Fenn v. Bittleston (1851), 7 Ex. 152 ; 3 Digest 106, ,377; Nyberg
v. Handelaar, [1892] 2 Q.B. 202 ; 3 Digest 111, 353 ; Cooper v. Willa-
matt (supra); Singer v. Clark (supra).
(g) See ante, p. 120 et seq. for a discussion of the question whether a sale
or pledge by a hirer under a hire-purchase agreement which does not
expressly forbid assignment by the hirer amounts to repudiation, and
see Whiteley v. Hilt, [1918] 2 K.B. 808 ; 3 Digest 107, 325; Belsiee
Motor Supply Co. v. Cox, [1914] 1 K.B. 244 ; 3 Digest 93, 247.
(h) 1 Halsbury's Statutes 37 ; Appendix C, post, p. 323.

